R g
» !

Approved For Relea_s'e 2000/05&@1;Qj&@?g40082@80001005200045

20 NOV 1956

MIDKRANDUM FOR: Deputy Director/Iatelligence
SUBJECT: Proposed Qeographic Intelligence Memorandum

1. Por scme time, the Qeographic Resesrch Ares has felt that
it would be uwseful to furaish the intelligence community with
iaterpretations of the geographic facts that provide & background
for the study of soxe of the eritical problems that arise in rela-
tion to specific aress of the vorld. In these instances, useful
aldditionsl facts and points of viev can contribute to the fuller
wdsrstanding of developing situations.

2. Eglosed you will find an advanced < of & nav pr
umnw«mmmw‘ﬁytmum.m
casegory of publication authorized in paragraph 5.b.(6) of CIA
Boguiation 51-550 vhich defines an Intelligence Nemcrandum as,
"A prisf, timely and interpretive statement of intelligence.”

3. Eefore smthorizing the initiation of this category of
pidlication, I feel it is necessary to have your comcurrence. A
distridution list for approximately 100 copies is being compiled.
Resipients will be primerily vithin the intelligence coemunity with
& for uxceptions such as the Army Nap Service.

k. The format selected pernits the placement of a dbrief text
in close assoviation with a map. It also will allow more latitude
for the inclusion of maps of dimensions in excess of norml page

$. Your early responss will b2 sppreciated since the enclosed
issus 13 ready for distribution.
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Isreel's selzure of the Sinai Peninsula, in econjunction with British and
French military action againet Egypt, raises the question of new frontiers in
Sinaf. In the United Nations on 2 November 1956, the British referred to the
Israel-Bgypt Amistice Line as being inadequate, and it may be inferred that a
new boundary line is perbaps under consideration.

Sinei is largely a barren, rocky wasteland, The rugged terrain of the south,
with elevaticna over 8,000 feet, beoomes Jess lower towards the north, finally
spening out into relatively flat nnd-dtme country of the Mediterranesn coastal
Piain, Ground.wster resources are poor throughout the peninsule. The northern
two-thirds is nesrly waterless, receiving sbout 3 inches of rainfall per year; in
the south, outwash fram the higher elevations produces only a few areas in which
brackigh water {s available. Sinal is a harsh lend, ideal as a buffer zone.

The indications ars that Igreel will bargaln strongly for s boundary that runs
on 8 line from Al'Arish on the Mediterranesn southward to the tip of Sinai on the
Red fesn, thus incorporating the eastern half of the peninsule within Israel.

Iarael would prefer to leave western Sinsi not to Egypt but to the United Natiouns
a3 8 demilitarized neutral zone separating her from Egypt. Such an arrangement
wuﬁ :atuty two cardinsl points of British foreign policy that resch far back
in history:

1. To keep western Sinal as a wasteland buffer protecting
the Suez Canal

2. To keep the Gulf of Aqaba from falling into unfriendly
hands that might threaten the water route to India

There have been many indications of Isrsel's desire to expand into Sinai.
For instance, at the time of the Caza incidents in early 1955, Ben Qurion taunted
Hasy with the statement that Israel would populate land with pecple capable of
oultivating wasteland, meaning Sined. Both men knew that the Egyptisn shuns the
desert but that the lsraell does not. A less well known manifestation of the
Israell intentlion is contained in the juridiesl interpretation of the Armistice .
Agreements by Shabtal Rosenne who, in 1951, wes the legal Advisor to the Isrameli <~ X
Ministry for Poreign Affairs. On the basis of persgraph 2, Article V of the
Israel-Egypt Armistice Agreement he concluded that:

1. Waeress all other avmistice lines of Iersel were the
eguivalent of internatiomal frontiers, that with Egypt
was not.

2. Poaragrapk 2, Article V, having emphasized thal the
Isreal«Egypt Avmistice Line was not to be construed as
s politieal boundary, would not prevent either party
from "raiging in the future any arguments it liku
regarding the fins} delimitetion of the frontier.”

HBhabtal Rosenne's views are important not because Isreel bas nov chosen to revise
her Zrontier in Binal bub rather because they singled out the Egyptian frontler
on & legal basis as the place to strike,

The presént situation in Sinei besrs a close resemblence to certain historiesl
events. Most maps printed before 1892 showed the frontier be, at Al'Arish.
In 3392, Britein's Cromer modified Egypt's frontiers a.r'bitrar . xe did not

o m Tighed his interpretatlon of the boundary us SHfRE ¥ YO
!0 mmmwummwmmammer
, Agabs, ‘i‘urkey neither uaented to mor m.}ected lord Cromer's M

Approved For Release 2000/05/31 CIA RDP84 00825R000100520004 5
Gl s AL




A

SERAE LLE

Approved For Release 2000/05]31 :‘CI‘I-“\-,IiDP84-0%25R000100520004-5

EOR TR S I

In 1906, Turkey claimed that the boundary ran from Al'ArIsh to Suez to the
@uif of Agsba. In pessing, it should be noted how closely these lines enclose the
sres of recent Israeli military operation in Binai, By 1506, even British car-
tographers shoved the Al'Arlsh-Suez-Aqaba line as the boundary. Cromer, however,
wah obstinate, and the Turks proposed s compromise line running from Al'AxIsh to
the southern tip of Sinai. Cromer, s practical historical geograpber, raalized
that the Turkish solution would leave the Gulf of Aqaba as & closed Turkish Ses
snd as & standing menace to the trade route eastward. As if to echo his statement,
the Bgyptians 414 become = menace vhen the Israeli tried to use the Gulf of Agebe
outlet to the Red Ses.

Cromer's views prevailed and the northern end of the frontier was shifted
eagtvard towvards Refah on the Mediterranean coast. The southern terminus was at
the head of the Gulf of Agabe. Crcmer backed up his argument by rightly claiming
that boundary pillars bed been at Rafah for meny years during the Middle Agea.

The boundary between Egypt and Palestine, littls changed in 1958, bhad ss its basle
this boundary vhich Lord Cramer imposed on the Turks in 1906. *7¥§

The Zicnists were and are keenly interested in Sinai. In 1502, Herzl, founder
of the organization, approsched Joseph Chamberlin, then British folonial Secretary,
and 4 to him that a charter be granted to the Zionist Organizetion to cole-
nize Al'Arish territory, which was apparently defined as all of Sinai. Cromer
ultimately rejected the Al'Arlsh scheme on the basis that Nile water could not be
spered for irrigation, dut & more cogent reason for the rejection that Sinai
a8 & barren desert would provide better protection for British-held “than
it would if its northern coastal plain were populated by fermers. Throughout its
history Zioniem has never forgotten Al'Arish.

Approved For Release 2000/05/31 : CIA-RDP84-00825R000100520004-5
Cun i iRk



